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Please provide a brief description of your problem:

Dear Congresswoman Martha McSally:

I am a partner in a piece of industrial property used as an automobile body shop. The building is 2,880 square feet with

surrounding property. We purchased the property ten years ago and, at that time, a Phase One inspection (attached) was
done on the property. The results of this Phase One inspection revealed no problems with anything to do with
contamination of the property in any way. The firm that did the Phase One was an accredited firm with all the proper
credentials to satisfy the ESA requirements.

We recently put up the building for sale at a loss due to the market being softer than at time of purchase. A very interested
purchaser is attempting to purchase the building and is requesting an SBA loan through Chase Bank. Chase Bank hired
Terracon Company to conduct the Phase One inspection. The inspector from Terracon, Derek Koller, met me at the
property and conducted an inspection that lasted approximately 4 hour. At the time, there was no indication that there
were any problems on the property. Mr. Koller said he would prepare a report and send it to the bank and people
requesting the financing.

Approximately 10 days later, a 302 PAGE report was received. This report went back to when the building was built in
the early 1980’s and requested actions be taken on items going back to that time and later.

The immediate action was to sample three areas in dirt for contamination, and two inside the building. This required bring
in a drilling company to drill 50 feet into the soil and to take samples of the soil and test it. The cost for this testing, after
over $2,000 for the inspection, was to be $8,000. (See attached Terracon synopsis.)

Attached is a report which I prepared as an answer to this unbelievable Phase One report. The main points are these:

1. The drilling inside the building is in areas that are concreted over and were that way when we purchased the
building and were covered under the previous Phase One report.

2. Two of the areas outside were inspected by another accredited firm, EEC of Tucson, and no areas ‘were able
to be identified.

3. The third area was a place where a vehicle had parked and dripped some fluid into the dirt. With the people
from EEC as witnesses, I dug out the dirt, which had the fluid approximately 1 inch into the dirt, and
removed it, bagged it, and took it from the property. The Terracon report called for a hole of 50 feet to be
drilled and the soil tested, even though the contamination, if it was so, only went in approximately 1 inch.
(See attached photographs)

This process is a requirement of ESA and the EPA, which is stifling the ability to conduct business and property
transactions. We are selling the property for $198,000. The cost of the inspection was to be $8,000 not counting the cost
if they find some “contamination” and the thousands of dollars they would want to have to remediate the “supposed”
problems.

These huge costs are totally unnecessary and are a result of the ESA requirements gone amuck. It needs to be investigated

Sincerely,
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